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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION RELEASES DATA ON
LOCAL TELEPHONE COMPETITION

Washington. D.C. — The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) today released
summary statistics of its latest data on local telephone service competition in the United States.
Telecommunications service providers file data on lines in service to end-user customers and
mobile wireless telephone SLIESL:ribcrship twice a year in the Commission’s local competition and
broadband data gathering program (FCC Form 477).

Reporting of state-level data is mandatory for carriers with at least 10,000 switched
access lines. or at least 10.000 mobile wireless telepho ne service subscribers, in a state.
Statistics released today summarize FCC Form 477 filings made by qualifying providers on
September 1. 2002, and reflect data as of June 30. 2002.

Summary Statistics

® End-user customers obtained local tele hone service by means of some 167 million
incumbent local exchange carrier (ILEE) switched access lines, 22 million competitive
local exchange carrier (CLEC) switched access lines, and 129 million mobile wireless
telephone service subscriptions.

* Total CLEC switched access lines increased by 10% during the first half of 2002, from
19.7 million to 21.6 million lines. By comparison, total CLEC switched access lines
increased by 14% during the preceding six months, from 17.3 to 19.7 million lines.

¢ About 11.4% of the 189 million total switched access lines were reported by CLECs,
compared to 9.0% a year earlier.

e Slightly over one-half of CLEC switched access lines served residential and small
business customers, compared to over three-quarters of [LEC lines. CLECs reported
7.8% of total residential and small business switched access lines. compared to 5.3% a
vear earlier,

* During the first half of 2002, cable-telephony lines increased by 16% to 2.6 million lines,
from about 2.2 million The 2.6 million reported cable-telephony' lines constituted about
If..'l% of switched access lines provided by CLECs and about 1% of total switched access
ines,

*  CLECs reported providing about 21% (a decline from 43% in December 1999) of their
switched access lines by reselling the services of other carriers and about 50% (an
Increase from 24% in December 1999) by means of unbundled netw ork element (UNE)



loops leased from other carriers. The remainder of CLEC lines was provided over locak
loop facilities owned by the CLECs.

e ILECs reported providing about 29% more UNE loops with switching to other carriers at
the end of June 2002 thanthey reported six months earlier (7.5 million compared to 5.8
million) and about 10% more UNE loops without switching (about 4.1 million compared
to 3.7 million).

® At least one CLEC was serving local telephone service end-user customers in 67% of the
nation’s zip codes at the end of June 2002. up from 60% a vear carlier. About 93% of
United States households resided in these zip codes. CLECs reported customers in all 50
states. the District of Columbia. and Puerto Rico.

/As additional information becomes available. it will be routinely posted on the
Commission’s Internet site.

The statistical summary is available in the FCC"s Reference Information Center.
Courtyard Level. 445 12thStreet, S.W. Copies may be purchased from the Commission's
duplicating contractor, Qualex International. Portals 11, 445 12th Street, S.W.. Room CY-B402.
Washington. D.C.. telephone (202) 863-2893. facsimile (202) 863-2898. or via e-mail
qualexinti@aol.com. The statistical summary can also be downloaded from the FCC-State Link
Internet site at www.fec.cov/web/stats.
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Wireline Competition Bureau contacts: Industry Analysis and Techno logy Division at (202)
418-0940. TTY (202) 418-0484,



Local Telephone Competition:
Status as of June 30, 2002

Industry Analysis and Technology Division
Wireline Competition Bureau
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This report is available for reference in the FCC"s Information Center at +45 12th Street. S.W.. Courtyard
Level. Copies may be purchased by calling Qualex International. Portals 11. 445 12th Street. S.W.. Room
CY-B402. Washington. DC 20554, telephone 202-863-2893. facsimile 202-863-2898. or via c-mail
qualexint@aol.com. The report can also be downloaded from the FCC-State Link Internet site at
www.feegovweh/stats,
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Local Telephone Competition: Status as of June 30, 2002

We present here summary statistics of the latest data on local telephone service competition in the
United States as reported in the Commission’s local competition and broadband data gathering program
(FCC Form 477). The summary statistics provide a snapshot of local telephone serice competition
based on switched access lines in service and state-specific mobile wireless telephone subscribership as
of June 30. 2002,

Based on the latest information now available. readers can draw the following broad conclusions:

e Competitive local exchange carriers (CLECS) reported 21.6 million (or 11.4%) of the
approximately 189 million nationwide switched access lines in service at the end of June 2002.
compared to 19.7 million (or 10.3% of nationwide lines) in December 2001. This represents an
10% growth in CLEC market size during the first half of 2002, See Table 1.

e Slightly more than one-half of reported CLEC switched access lines served residential and small
business customers. compared to over three-quarters of incumbent local exchange carrier (ILEC)
lines. See Table 2,

e CLECs reported providing about 29% of switched access lines over their own local loop facilities.”
To serve the remainder. CLECs resold the services of other carriers or used unbundled network
element (UNE) loops that they leased from other carriers.' See Table 3.

" Qualifying carriers reported data as of June 30, 2002 in FCC Form 477 filings due on September 1, 2002,
Qualification status is determined separately for cach state. 1Fa carrier. or its holding company. hasat least 10.000
local telephone lines in service in a state. it must file local telephone data for that state, See Loca/ Campetition and
Broadband Reporting. CC Docket No. 99-301. Report and Order. 15 FCC Red 7717 (2000). Earlier FCC Form 477
filings reported data as of December 31. 1999, June 30, 2000. December 31. 2000, June 30, 2001. and December 31, 2001,
See Industry Analysis Division. Common Carrier Bureau, Local Telephone Competition at the New Millennium
(August 2000, Local Telephone Competition: Status as of June 30 2000 (December 2000). Local Telephone
Competition: Status as of December 31, 2000 (May 2000), Local Telephone Comperition: Status as of June 31,
2001 (February 2002). and Industry Analysis and Technology Division, Wireline Campetition Burcau. Local
Telephone Competition: Status as of December 31, 200] Cluly 2002) available atwww fec.gov/awvch/stats, Readers
interested in the specilic questions and reporting instructions for this data collection can download FCC Form 477,
and associated Instructions. from www. lecgov formpaoe himl, FCC Form 477 replaced a previous. voluntary data
gathering program which was administered by the Common Carrier Burcay, See Lacal Competition and Broadhand
Reparting. CC Docket No. 99-301. Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 14 FCC Red 18106 (1999),

A reporting carrier should own the “last mile” ol wire. cable, or optical fiber that connects 1o the end-user premises
(or have obtained radio spectrum for the equivalent fixed wireless facility ) if it reports providing the local telephone
line over its own facilities. In eencral. local exchange and exchange aceess lines provisioned over facilities (other
than dark fiber) and services obtained from another carrier are not the reporting carrier’s “own fucilities™ for purposes
Ol FCC Fam 477, irrespective ol whether those facilities o ser ices are obtained under interconnection
arrangements. under tritt, or by other means. In particular. ow ning the switch that provides dialtone tand other
serviees) over o UNE loop feased rom another carrier does nol qualily i line as heing provisioned vver the reporting
carrier’s own facilities.

S From CLECs FOC Form 477 collects information on the percentage of the CLECS switched access lines proyided
over "UNE Joops.™ For purposes of FOC Form 477, this term includes | NI Toops leased from an unallilizied carrier
on a stand-alone basis and also UNE loops leased in combination with | NE switching or any other unbundled
network element. For definitions of 1he various unbundled network clements. see Implementation of the Local
feontinued. .. )



Since December 1999, the percentage of nationwide CLEC switched access lines reported to be
provisioned by reselling services has declined steadily. to 21% at the end of June 2002, and the
percentage provisioned over UNE loops has grown. to about 30%. See Table 3 and. for data
reported for individual states. see Table 8.

e ILECs reported providing about 3.5 million switched access lines to other carriers on a resale basis
at the end of June 2002. down from 4 million six months carlier.” They reported providing 11.5
million unbundled loops (with or without unbundled switching) to other carriers. up from almost 9.5
million six months carlier.” See Table 4.

*  UNE loops provided with ILEC switching (which includes the so-called UNE-Platform’) have
increased faster than UNE loops provided without switching. See Table 4.

e Local telephone service was provided over about 2.6 million coaxial cable connections at the end of
June 2002. These cable-telephony lines constituted about 1% of nationwide switched access lines
in service and about 12% of such CLEC lines. See Table 5. By contrast, there were about 129
million subscribers to mobile wireless telephone services. See Table 11.

e The Commission’s data collection program collates information about CLEC local telephone service
lines (and the CLEC share of total local telephone service lines) in individual states. Relatively large
numbers of CLEC lines are associated with the more populous states.! With respect to the
calculated CLEC share of switched access lines in service, however, some less populous states,
such as Rhode Island, New Hampshire. Nebraska. and Utah. had larger CLEC shares than some
more populous states, such as California, Florida. and Ohio. as of June 2002. See Tables 6 and 7.

(Continued from previous page)
Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Aet o/ 1996. CC Docket 96-98. Third Report and Order and
Fourth Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 15 FCC Red 3696. 3932-3952 ( 1999),

' State-level information reported for December 2001 appears in Industry Analysis and Technology Division.
Wireline Competition Bureau. Local Tefephone Competition: Status as of December 31, 200/ (July 2002),
Comparable information for the carlier FCC Form 477 reporting periods is available at www fee.govweb/stats,

" The numbers reported by ILECs may be slightly understated because smaller carriers are not required to report
data. However. as the reporting ILECs account for about 98% of all ILEC lines. the understatement should not be
large. (AIHLECSs. whether or not they normally report to the FCC. provide data on the number of telephone lines
served 1o the National Exchange Carrier Association for use in conjunction with the Commission’s universal service
mechanism.) We are less certain about the extent to which compirable lines as reported by CLECs are understated s
aresult of the state-specific reporting threshold. but we oy peet such understatement to be larger, on a percentage
basis, than lor ILECs,

" The reported number of UN) loops provided without 11L1C sw itching in Table 4 includes some UNE loops that
ILECs supply to DSL-service providers who do not also provide local telephone service. Because no local telephone
serviee is provided by means of such UNI: loops. they are notincluded in the end-user loeal telephone lines reported
by CLECS.

UNE-PLutform™ is the combination of unbundled [oops, switches, and transport elements.

Ihe Targest numbers of CLEC lines are reported for New York. the third most papulous state. follow ed by Tesas
and Calilorniu, the second and lirst most populous states. respectively .
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¢ The percentage of CLEC switched access lines reported to serve residential and small business
customers varies among the states. and is generally lower than the corresponding 1LEC percentage.
See Table 9. '

e Atleast one CLEC reported switched access lines in service in all 30 states. the District of
Columbia. and Puerto Rico.” In 14 states. ten or mare CLECs reported serving local telephone
service customers. See Table 10,

e By comparison to the roughly 189 million fixed-facility'” switched access lines in service. the 81
providers of mobile wireless telephone services that reported information served about 129 million
subscribers as of the end of June 2002."" About 5% of these subscribers received their service via
a reseller of mobile wireless telephone service. See Table 11.

e The Commission’s data collection program requires CLECs and ILECs to identify each zip code in
which the carrier provides local telephone service to at least one end-user customer.'> As of June
30, 2002. at least one CLEC was serving customers in 67% of the nation"s zip codes. About 93%
of United States households resided in these zip codes. Moreover. multiple carriers reported
providing local telephone service in the major population centers of the country. See Table 12,
Table 13. and the map that follows Table 14.

¢ InFlorida. New York. and Texas, at least one-quarter of zip codes had ten or more reporting
CLECs. By contrast, 6% of nationwide zip codes had ten or more reporting CLECs. See Table
14.

As other information from FCC Form 477 becomes available, it will be routinely posted on the
Commission’s Internet site. We invite users of the information presented in this statistical summary to
provide suggestions for improved data collection and analysis by:

¢  Using the attached customer response form,
e E-mailing comments to jeisner@fec.gov.

" Under Section 3(40) of the Communications Act the term stare “includes the District of Columbia and the
Territories and possessions.™ 47 1.S.C. § 153(40). We note that carriers that have fow er than 10.000 local telephone
lines in service in a state are not required to report those lines on FCC Form 477, but may file the data on a voluntary
basis. There were 12 voluntary 11LEC filings and 14 voluntary CLEC filings of state-specific data as of June 30. 2002,
In the course of our six data collections to date. the number of voluntary 1LEC filings has varied between 7 and 13,
and the number ol voluntary CLEC filings has varied between 13 and 53,

Fixed-lucility local telephone seryvice includes service provided over wireline or fixed wireless local-loop
technology .

11 yo g P = = i - & . .

Facilities-based providers with fewer than 10,000 mobile wireless telephone service subscribers in a state
(measured by revenue-generating handsets in service) are not required to report. A Lucilities-based mobile wireless
telephone service provider seryes subscribers using spectrum licenses that it has ohtained of miniges,

T CLECs and TLECs are required to report. for states in which they have at least 10.000 local telephone lines in
serviee, lists of zip codes where they have subseribers. Prov iders o mobile wircless telephone service do not report
/ip codes.



Calling the Industry Analysis and Technology Division of the Wireline Competition Bureau at (202)
418-0940. or

Participating in any formal proceedings undertaken by the Commission to solicit comments for
improvement of FCC Form 477.



End-User Switched Access Lines Reported

Table 1

Date ILEC Lines CLEC Lines Total CLEC Share
December 1999 181.307.695 8.194.243 189.501.938 4.3 %
June 2000| 179.761.930 11.557.381 191.319.311 6.0
December 2000 177.683.672 [4.871.409 192,555,081 7
June 2001| 174.485.706 17.274.727 191.760.433 9.0
December 2001| 172.043.582 19.653 441 191,697.023 10.3
June 2002| 167472318 21.644.928 189.117.246 1.4
Table 2
End-User Switched Access Lines by Customer Type
Reporting ILECs Reporting CLECs
Residential % Residential | Residential % Residential
& Small & Small & Small & Small
Date Businesses Other ' Businesses Businesses Other Businesses
December 1999| 139,758,434 41,549,261 77.1 % 3.368.702 4.825.541 41.1 %
June 2000 140,635,199 39,126,731 78.2 4,579.501 6.977.880 39.6
December 2000 138.906,551 38,777.121 78.2 6.620.471 8.250,938 44.5
June 2001 134.317.629 40.168.077 77.0 7.793.071 9.481.656 45.1
December 2001 133.421.570 38.622.012 77.6 9.489.049 10.164.392 48.3
June 2002 131.051.178 36.421.140 78.3 11.080.676 10.564.252 = M)

\otc Some previously published data for December 2001 have been revised,
" Medium and large business. institutional. and government customers.




Table 3
Reporting Competitive Local Exchange Carriers
(End-User Switched Access Lines in Thousands)

Aequired From Other Carriers CLEC-Owned
CLECs Total End- Resold

Irate Reporting U ser Lines Lines Percent UNEs'  Percent lLines? Percent
e 1999 81 AR LAIR 129, 1,959 2199 e fut ) 332 %
Tun 2000 78 [1.557 4.315 373 32101 277 4.042 5.0
[Dee 2000 84 14,871 414 st/ 3,540 7.3 33217 330
Jun 2001 9l 17.275 1919 2.7 7.580 439 5776 334
[ec 2001 0. 14,653 4.250 31,6 9.332 47.5 6.072 ng
Jun 2002 90 210643 4478 20.7 10,930 30.5 6.236 288

Note: Figures may not add 1o 1otals due 1o rounding.

" Includes unbundled network element (UNLE) loops leased (rom an unalTiliated carricr on a stand-alone basis and also UNE
loops leased in combination with UNE switching or any other unbundled network clement.
Lines provided over CLEC-owned "last-mile” fucilities.

Table 4
Reporting Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers
(End-User Switched Access Lines in Thousands)

Provided to Other Carriers
Gotal UNEs
ILECSs Total  End-User[ Resold | UNEswithout UNEs with Total and Resold | Percent of
Date'  Reporting  Lines Lines Lines Switching Switching L NEs Lincs Total Lines
Dee 1997 9 [59.008  157.132 1.743 133 |.876 1.2%
Jun 1998 8 161.810 159,118 2448 244 2.6092 1.7
[ee 1998 7 lod.ald 16l1.19] 3.062 61 3423 2.1
Jun 1999 3 167.177 162,909 3383 683 4.268 24
[Jee 19949 168 [87.294 181,308 4494 1.004 489 1,493 5987 i2
Jun 2000 159 148.171 179.762 3098 1646 l.61A 3312 8409 43
e 2000 165 188346 177.684 5388 2436 2.838 5274 1), 6002 5l
Jun 2001 136 86825 174,480 4417 316l 4,761 7.922 12,340 Hhi
ee 2001 |64 L85.517 172,044 4014 3nTy 3781 ERTE 13,474 7.3
lun 2002 | 6ts 182487 107472 3473 4.061 TA4TH 11,340 [8.015 82

Notes: Figares may not add to 1atals due 1o rounding. Some previoushs published d
- Data for December 1997 through June 1999 are from Common Carrier Bure

1999 data are rom 1FCC Form 477 filings,

ata Tor December 2000 have been reyised.

du v oluntars surveyss Starting with December



Table 5

End-User Switched Access Lines by Type of Technology, in Thousands

(As of June 30, 2002)
Technology ILECs CLECs Total
Lines Percent Lines Percent Lines Percent
Counial Cuble 0 0 %y 2,397 12 % 2597 1 %%
All Other 167472 100 19.048 88 186.520 vy
Iotal 167.472 100 % 21.643 100 % 189.117 100 %

Noter Figures may not add o totals due to rounding.




Table 6

End-User Switched Access Lines Served by Reporting Local Exchange Carriers

{As of June 30, 2002)

Suite ILECS CLECs Total CLEC Share
Alabama 2330940 118.72] I 44906 50,
Alaska 484,065 * * *
Arizoni 2047967 354,592 3302559 I
\rhansus | 304,659 * 3 .
Calilorni 22315423 2158878 24.474.301 9
Colorado 2717320 434,125 3051445 14
Connecticul 2.305.082 222 %15 2.527.897 9
Delaware 337498 . . *
Iistriet of Columbia 829 592 161,114 990 706 16
Florda 1.603.872 1.035.417 |1.639.289 )
Cieorgia 4604 834 TO4.651 5309485 13
Haswan 720.239 - L =
Idaho 707,180 i * *
Hlinos 7.322.494 1. 468.057 8.790.551 I:F
Indiana 3,542,715 252,722 3.795.437 7
lowa |.357.155 190,869 1.548.024 12
Kunsas 1.324.804 176,322 1.501.126 12
Kentucky 2141611 * * *
Louisiana 2.428.935 115.220 2.544.155 3
Maine 768.216 ke * i
Maryland 3.488.9a] 232.793 3.721.754 [
Massachusets 3.804.513 736,932 4541445 16
Michigan 5.498.139 1.211.379 6,709,518 18
Minnesota 2804937 443.739 3.248.676 14
Mississippi 1.332.853 22,966 1.355.819 2
Missour 3.262.072 279,342 3541414 8
Montana 514,353 » L ¥
Nebraska 867.474 159617 1.027.091 16
Nevada 1.351,282 ¥ . .
New Hampshire 741.553 109.610 851.163 13
New Jersey 6.226.079 396,865 6.622 944 6
New Mexico 969,763 i * .
New York 9.806.596 3.259.221 13.065.817 25
North Carolina 4.942.113 328.715 5.270.828 6
North Dakota 303,326 ¥ - *
Ohio 6705911 510.623 7.216.534 7
Oklahoma 1,822,278 203,028 2.025.306 10
Oregon 2,005,347 154.492 2.159.839 7
Pennsylvania 7.288.959 1.329.357 8.618.316 15
Puerto Rico 1.288.718 * * *
Rhode Island 547.728 119,112 666 84 18
South Carolina 2253384 121,331 2.314.715 3
South Dakota 314.755 v * =
Tennessee 3232548 247.056 3.479.604 7
Texas [ 100683 2170914 13.177.743 16
tah 10940791 161,193 1.251.984 3
Vermont 383917 " * "
Virgin Islands 71,984 { 71984 0
Virging 4.276.468 558,206 4.834.674 |2
Washington 3.622 857 338033 381,790 B
West Virginia SH) 4R35 e o *
Wisconsin 3453540 420.200) 3565541 12
Wroming 2564003 L * .
Natonw ide 167 472,318 21.644928 189.117.24h Il 9%

Note: Carriers with under 10,000 lines in 4 stale were

#

Data withheld 1o mamtain lirm con lidentiality

not reyuired to report.




Table 7

Competitive Local Exchange Carrier Share of End-User Switched Access Lines

State Dec 1999 Jun 20001 Dec 2000 Jun 2001 Dee 20001 Jun 2002
Alabama L 3 4 % 50 RS 3%
Aluska * i * = y *
Arizoni * 3 3 7 0y N
Arhansas 5 ¥ : . . *
Calilomu 4 5 6 7 hd 4
Colorado bt 7 Y 1) 13 14
Connechicut 3 3 0 7 7 y
Delaware * * . 1} ) .
Ihstniet o) Columbig 7 7 Y 12 13 16
Florida 6 O f 7 7 4
(reorgia 3 f 8 10 Il 13
| lawaii * * 0 * * %
Idaho U 4] - by * *
Ilinois 5 7 9 13 15 17
Indiana 3 +4 5 5 5 7
lowa " 9 Il Il 12 12
Kansas = 5 7 8 9 12
Kentucks 2 " 3 * " v
LLouisiana 3 2 3 4 4 5
Maine * ¥ b " * "
Mary land 2 3 4 6 4 6
Massachusetis § 8 11 12 15 16
Michigan 3 3 6 9 13 18
Minnesota 6 7 Y 11 13 14
Mississippi B! * 4 4 3 J
Missouri 3 8 6 (6] 7 8
Montana » ¥ = hd . #
Nebraska s . b * 12 6
NL'\'[“JH * * L “] * L
New |lampshie % * 6 8 10 13
New Jersey L 4 5 4 5 6
New Mesico . L * * . *
New York 9 16 20 23 25 25
North Carolina 3 4 4 6 6 6
North Dakota * . * * * *
Ohio 4 4 4 <4 b} 7
Oklahoma * . ) 6 ] 1)
Oregon 2 3 3 5 Fi 7
Pennsvivania 5 H 10 I3 14 15
Puerto Rico 0 * * " * *
Rhode Island # » . 10 16 ]
South Carolina L . 4 4 3 3
South Dukota * * * * * .
lennessee A f 8 8 8 7
Texas 4 T 13 14 16 16
[ 'lah 3 6 ] I 13 13
Vermont " * . ¥ . .
Virgin Islands 0 () 0 (0 0 0]
Virgina ) 3 7 9 I B
Wishington 4 n) & H 8 Y
West Virgimia * * * = * +
Wisconsin ol 7 8 E 11 12
Wiommg * * # * *
Natonwide 40, 60y L Yy [0y 1] %

Saitest Carriers with under 10000 lines in g state were ol required o report
* Data withheld to mamiain lirm contidentihiy




Table 8

CLEC-Reported End-User Switched Access Lines by State
(As of June 30, 2002)

State CLEC-Owned U NEs Resold Lines Total
Alabama 6.224 89,202 23,296 I18.72]
Aluska " s * i
Arizona 194,515 R0, 166 SO0 354592
Arkunsas * ’ ! n
California R89.604 743 805 323410 2 158.878
Colorado 182.635 161,159 Y0331 434,125
Connecticut 97.423 18.037 107.355 2223815
Delaware " b " *
District o Columbia 74.047 41,982 45,084 161,114
Florida 302,498 182,308 250,521 1.035.417
Cieoraii 161.286 417.718 125.647 704.651
Havwaii ¥ . " .
Idaho » * i *
Hlinois 476.567 734.208 257.282 I.468.057
Indiana 76,042 122,467 54.213 252,722
lowa 34142 138.433 18.294 190869
Kansas 26.112 131.846 18.363 176,322
Kentueky # A * *
[.ouisiana 23.908 45.716 45,596 115.220
Maine * i c .
Mary land 217 119,286 83.290 232.793
Massachuserts 310.139 101.535 325258 736.932
Michigan 121.463 986.378 103.538 1.211.379
Minnesota 114178 242,368 87.192 443.739
Mississippi * 17.541 * 22 966
Missouri 49.944 156,725 72.673 279.542
Montana » “‘ b4 *
Nebraska 102,618 30.046 20,953 159.617
Nevada b ' ’ »
New Hampshire 44.642 22.695 42,273 109.610
New Jersey 88.397 110.084 198384 396.865
New Mexico * » ¥ '
New York 608.000 2.043.863 607.357 3.259.221
North Carolina 75.081 139.874 113.760 328.715
North Dakota * * ' *
Ohio 153.094 277.806 79.724 510.623
Oklahoma 114.963 45.25] 42813 203.028
Oregon 35.563 75.373 43,556 154,492
Pennsylvania 5353.476 588.614 187.267 1.329.357
Puerto Rico " * * *
Rhode Islund 75.511 18.527 25.074 1112
South Carolina 7.432 06,487 47412 121.331
South Dakota * * * *
Tennessee 55004 129.782 61.470 247.056
lexas 105,593 1.54].888 123,433 2.170.914
Ltah 79.892 38.853 12,447 161193
Vermont ¥ ¥ » »
Virgin Islands 0 0 0 0
Virzinia 221,293 244,021 91,892 358.206
Washingion 161311 [14.315 3307 35833
M est Virginia ! ' c *
Wisconsin 55.547 272,963 91.689 420.200)
Wioming * * . »
Nationwide 6.236.438 10,930,145 4,478,346 21644008

* Data withheld w maintain lirm conlidentiality




Table 9
Percentage of Lines Provided to Residential and Small Business Customers
(As of June 30, 2002)

Stite ILECs CLECS Total
Alabuma B3 [0 9, 80 9,
Aluska ¥l iy *
Arizonu 78 31 78
Arkansas 87 * *
Calilornia 81 48 79
Colorado 78 36 75
Connecticut 86 43 83
Delaware 70 " *
District of Columbia 34 17 31
I'lorida 82 34 78
Georgia 78 53 75
Haw aii 83 * L
Idaho 79 * .
Ilinois 71 60 6w
Indiana 77 34 74
lowa 79 3 75
Kunsas 86 69 84
Kentucky 82 " *
Louisiana ¥l 41 749
Maine 82 " ¥
Maryland 69 30 67
Muassuchusetls 70 47 66
Michigan 73 63 71
Minnesota 79 36 73
Mississippi 81 93 82
Missouri 86 33 82
Montana 81 " "
Nebraska 73 63 72
Nevada 75 " *
New Hampshire 77 50 74
New Jersey 71 20 68
New Mexico 80 * *
New York 70 64 HY
North Carolina 82 13 77
North Dakota 78 * *
Ohio 77 37 74
Oklahoma 87 51 83
Oregon 81 59 80
Pennsy Ivania 75 47 71
Puerto Rico 94 * *
Rhade Islund 73 63 72
South Carolina K2 28 79
South Dakota 76 * *
Tennessee 84 26 80
lexnas 86 65 82
[ 1ah 76 51 73
Vermont 76 L *
Virgin Islunds Yy NA 99
Virginia 72 (2 71
Washinglon 80 16 77
West Virginia 79 * *
Wisconsin 78 40 73
Wroming 76 * *
Nationwide 78 ", 51 % 25 v,

NA - Notapplicable.
* Data withheld wo maintain tirm contidentiality




Table 10
Number of Reporting Loeal Exchange Carriers
(As of June 30, 2002)

State ILECs CLECs Total
Alabama 9 O I3
Alaska 5 2 7
Arizon 3 9 ‘ 12
Srkansis 4 2 0
California 7 16 23
Colorado 3 7 1t
Connecticut 2 7 v
Deliware | | 2
Instriet of Columbia | 6 7
Florida 8 12 27
Gieorgia 13 15 28
| sy 1 1 )
Idaho 4 3 |
Hlinois 6 14 20
Indiana 6 P 13
lowa 7 0O 13
Kunsas 5 5 10
Kentueky 12 3 |5
Louisianu 6 10 |16
Mitine 6 2 8
Maryvland 1 7 F]
Massachusetts 2 9 I
Michigan 6 15 1|
NMinnesota 18 13 3
Mississippi ] 4 1)
Missouri 7 1 18
Montana 7 3 10
Nebraska 6 4 10
Nevada 7 3 10
New [Hampshine 4 4 8
New Jersey 3 9 12
New Mewco 3 2 5
New York 8 21 29
North Carolina 15 12 27
North Dykota b 2 10
Ohio 9 14 23
Oklahoma 10 9 19
Oregon 8 6 14
Pennsyvivania 9 19 28
Pucrto Rico | | 2
Rhode Island | 5 f
South Carolina 13 Y 22
South Dakota f I 7
l'ennessee 13 21
Texus 13 26 39
liah 5 4 9
Vermont 4 i 3}
Virgin Islands | 0 I
Virginia 3 13 18
Washington 7 8 15
West Virginia 2 [ 3
Wisconsin 9 b 17
Wiyommg s | 3
Natomwide - T nduplicated 106 D6 362
Fotal State Fihings | 328 393 723
Reguired Filings ' ik 381 (97
Voluntary Filings ' 12 14 16

Fach repor represents all ol'a COMPANY's operalions ina given state, Camiers with
both [1L1C and CLEC operations in the same staie provide sepanite reports




Table 11

Mohile Wireless Telephone Subscribers '

Jun 22 Jun 2402
Reporting - Pereent || Subseribers  Subseribers  Subseribers  Subscribers Subseribers  Subseribers | Pereent Change
State Carriers ' Resold * Dee 1999 Jun 20400 Dee 2HH) Jun 2001 Dee 200 Jun 2002 Jun 01 - Jun 02
Alabama i Tl LR 410 1,253,084 1386 204 |93 03] 1924476 985233 1"
Alaska 4 9 163,221 1oy 892 » 218424 240 216 242133 11
Arsong 13 k] 1i128.321 |62 608 | 855 115 2018410 21701021 24120498 5 i)
Arhansas 7 i T1va1u 715467 T4AN2K R4|.275 w27 (R RITRKIE 27
California 15 bl RS 0] 12,283 300 12,710,800 14 184,025 14,997 338 15,873, 204 12
Lolorado {1l & 1,332,718 1634, 989 1.836,0173 MR Jus 2045 816 2247, 166 13
Connec et f : L7 U89 11364618 1.277.123 1418 367 L. 1h 037 1L35R.07h i
Deluw ure t 3 270848 27510 3704 kLSt 412611 4330044 11
st of Columbi f 3 S0 6 o 918962 Y7323 1A0g 307 L1, 1 86 1
I lorda 12 i S 158074 4983 478 6,308 Y83 7.536.670 RS21.734 813932 8
Livorgia 15 b 2538983 2687238 2754784 1076, 114 4020010 4,171,843 s
Uulll‘l‘l - - L - “ - - - -
| awai [ | 288425 454 364 524,291 543283 595,721 640246 18
Iduho 10 2 271 436 296066 3de 564 398781 444 864 S00.693 26
Hinons n 5 3822482 4,300,660 5.143.767 5621044 5.631.172 5406, 664 o
Indiana 8 X 13184975 1.717.378 1715074 1.781.247 1.897 044 1999 451 i2
lowa [l 8 774,773 975.629 832106 6,382 1 087, 608 1,157,580 34
Kansas 12 3 BAR 472 724.024 801293 on1,225 950,050 161,154 18
hentuchy 9 5 911,700 D99 544 1.026,334 1,176,756 1.307, 988 1,402,802 19
|.ouisiana 11 13 1.227.106 1,294,693 U6 457 |.677,202 |.§38.244 2.086,529 24
Maine 5 | 187.003 283,640 359,786 399616 427313 457 835 15
Man land b 3 1473 4494 . 1LY82 477 2134128 2298 384 2372708 11
Massachuscetts f 3 1LR9Z2.014 2228169 2649130 2,753,085 2988667 3274877 19
Michigan |15 5 3512813 3423538 551,719 4.071.091 +. 238,349 +.710.370 16
Minnesota (2 5 1,550,411 1.595, 360 1.851.430 204,317 2.153.857 2254 895 12
Mississippi I 15 673358 509.038 786,577 93,781 RG] 1.039,739 5
Missour 11 +4 |.855 432 | 848,773 1.767.411 1.937.684 2,106,599 2,246,299 16
Montana 4 il = ol b " 279,349 291,429 .
Nebraska 8 I 576.2% 6Ol RES 6349380 712,685 791.799 B3R.568 18
Nevadn 7 f 750,335 825,163 HR4.752 766,581 842,155 RO3 788 17
New Hampshire b I 280,508 309,163 387.264 445,181 492,112 529,498 19
New Jersey f 2 2,289 181 2,730,024 3.575.130 3896778 <4.183.643 4,530,663 16
New Mexico 9 10 363,827 395111 443,343 hl4% 582 660,849 735,107 19
New York 11 6 4.833 816 5016524 5018136 6,749, 0196 7.247. 181 7.713.977 14
North Caroling 11 0 2536068 2,730,178 3105811 3.377.331 3,605 441 4429832 30
North Dakota e » L " * = * 245,578 .
Ohio 14 4 3.237.786 3278960 4. 150 498 4,255,934 4,739,795 +.887.335 15
Okluhoma 12 4 826,637 979,513 1.124.214 1.200.234 1,288,357 1,366,437 14
Oregon 10 + 14848 1.082.425 1.201.207 1.268.904 1.399.279 | 473,883 16
Punnsvivania 12 3 1767474 3.850.372 4.129 186 4.378.216 4. 849 0185 4,986,819 14
Puerto Rico 6 1] " 1090, (05 757.613 1,374,747 1,128,736 1.136.614 <|F
Rhode Island 6 3 279 304 313,350 355,884 4] %05 454,934 461004 15
South Carolina 1] 17 1.137.232 1.236.338 1.392 586 1,502,345 1.625.592 1,724,156 15
South Dakota 4 ki = - * L 278 hdh 293,310 "
I'ennessee 11 i 1,324, 1154 1 876,444 | XS K31 2.25].20%8 2 443, 483 JA73 Ko 14
l'exis 17 f 5792453 h703 423 7.548,537 K204 338 Y062 064 SRR T 15
1 ltah b 3 LR RS HY3 006 750244 833492 Q19002 Q71) %354 6
Vermont " . . = L. . . * =
Virgin Islands z 3 . i 0 4 . - .
Virzima 11 3 1,860 262 % 2 430,284 2.7h7. M7 2982 N8y 3155390 14
Washington {1 4 1,873,475 2 144,767 2286182 2493014 R IRIET 3846197 14
Wesi Virgina 9 b 241 265 3474|n 392 384 4520030 4984811 3409721 22
Wisconsin Il A 1525818 1342 908 |.h%8, 820 2R 6T 2224 384 35347y R
W oiming 4 3 127,034 P . 173439 1Ud tah% 1A8.213 0y
Nalonw de Kl Ml 7v.eua 083 D hd3 118y 161043, 214 L4028 u28 122,308 043 IRER AR 11,

S < Not meaningful
* Data waithheld w maimtaim irm contidennglin

Carners with under 10010 subseribers in
Percentage of mobile wircless subseribers receiving their serv e om o mok

At the end of June 2000, the Distrier of Columbia, A
indis idual states wery meonsistently reported at the end of June 200n

slate were not reyuired to report

hile wireless reseller

ary land. and Vgt had 3 total o4 8 milhon stibseribers [he st
vompared to the other Niling periods

e=by-stinte wtals for these




with Competitive Local Exchange Carriers

Table 12

Percentage of Zip Codes

Number of CLECs June 2000 June 2001 June 2002
0 46.6 "y 40,0 % 33.0 ™

I 19.7 16.3 19.5

] 9.1 vy 10.3

3 0.9 8.2 7.9

e 3.0 3.6 6.6

3 LR 4.1 4.9

O 24 3.3 4.0

7 1.6 215 KN |

8 1.2 2.2 2.5

9 1.1 1.7 1.9

10 or More 2.5 59 6.3

Table 13
Households in Zip Codes with Competitive Local Exchange Carriers
June 2000 June 2001 June 2002
Number of
CLECs Households | Percentage Households Percentage Households | Percentage
0 14.961.004 14.5 % Y.868.758 9.5 % 6.839.756 0.6 %

I 13.916.596 13.5 9.263.142 9.0 9.455.112 9.1
2 12.347.623 11.9 9.049.456 8.8 9.300.071 9.0
3 12.926.647 12:5 11.917.810 Iit:5 9.869.776 9.5
4 11.440.264 1.1 10.404.061 10.1 10.681.130 10.3
5 9.885.363 9.6 G9.013.244 8.7 9.340.889 9.0
8 6.604.080 6.4 7.817.760 7.6 8.733.144 8.4
T 4.448.655 4.3 6.237.933 6.0 7.825.294 7.6
8 3.824.159 3.7 5.746.855 5.6 0.253.910 6.0
9 3.865.944 37 4.6061 433 4.5 4.733.044 4.6
10 2910477 2.8 4.408.375 4.3 5.461.757 5.3
1 2.614.320 2.3 3.786.700 3.7 4.448.259 4.3
12 1.398.600 1.4 3300413 3.2 3.391.137 3.3
I3 762.738 0. 2.671.838 2.6 2.635.534 2.0
14 630,526 0.6 1.O667.014 l.6 1.174.586 kY
15 306.073 0.3 1.073.135 1.0 1061659 1.0
16 247493 0.2 RI5.304 .8 5744135 0.6
17 166.946 0.2 490.363 0.5 SUK.246 0.6
I8 Fe27 (.1 330.607 .5 368719 0.4
= |8 10, k2 .0 (54262 0.6 593,229 (.6

Source: Demographic Power Pack. Current Year Update (2000, Maplnto Corporation,




Table 14
Percentage of Zip Codes with Competitive Local Exchange Carriers
(As of June 30, 2002)

Sumber of CLECs
State Zero  [One-Three| Four Five Six Seven Fight Nine | Ten or Maore
Alubama g e, 46 "% 129, 20 28y [V 0% 0%y () %
Aluska 76 M 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0
Arizuna 28 33 7 10 49 4 + I i
Arhunsas 69 3l () 0 0 ] 0 0 {
California |5 12 7 7 7 b 6 4 b
Colorado 26 52 -+ 2 7 9 0 l 0
Connecticul | 42 34 16 6 [t} 0 1] ]
Delawure 1} 100 0 1] 0 0 1] 0 ]
Dist. ol Columbia |15 19 26 22 19 () 0 0 0
Florida 9 28 8 y 5 5 6 27
Gieorgia 26 3y 4 ) 7 6 L 3 15
Huwaii 6() 40 () 0 0 0 {] 0 0
Idaho 45 i3 0 () )] 0 0 0 0
Hmois 35 36 4 4 4 2 3 5 H
Indiana 45 46 5 3 0 0 0 0 0
lowa 38 62 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kansas 60 33 6 I 0 0 i] 0 0
Kentueky 79 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Louisiana 26 45 7 4 4 7 7 0 0
Maine 34 66 0 0 ] 0 1] 0 0
Muryland 0 49 12 14 13 I 0 ] ]
Mussachusetts | 40 23 11 B 5 5 3 0
Michigan | 3l 18 15 8 6 6 6 10
Minnesota 34 46 7 5 4 4 | 0 0
Mississippi 10 88 2 0 0 0 0 (1} 0
Missouri 49 30 i) 6 3 k] 3 () 0
Montana 93 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nebraska 67 28 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nevada 54 46 () 0 0 4] 0 0 0
New Hampshire 3 82 14 0 0 () 0 0 ()
New Jersey 2 40 18 16 11 8 4 0 0
New Mexico 85 15 [¢] 0 0 0 0 0 0
New York 6 23 8 8 9 8 7 7 25
North Carolina 18 55 6 4 3 2 2 2 7
North Dakota 67 33 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
Ohio 37 39 7 5 4 2 3 3 ]
Oklahoma 44 3l 7 8 6 3 0 0 1]
Oregon 51 30 10 3 0 0 0 0
Pennsylvania 19 fiin ] 7 5 5 4 A 13
Puerto Rico 81 14 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0
Rhaode Island | 43 36 19 0 0 1] () 0
South Carolina 31 40 6 6 5 7 5 0 }]
South Dakota 68 32 1) 0 ] ] 0 ] 0
Tennessee 42 32 ] 10 6 2 0 [§] 0
Texas e 23 5 3 K] 3 5 5 36
| ‘tah 30 53 11 1] i} ] 0 ] 0
Vemmont 14 LT { 0 4] 0 0 1) ()
Virginiu 28 18 6 6 6 4 I 0 0
Washingion 42 38 6 3 4 4 4 ] {)
Woest Virginia vy | 0 0 0 1] 0 i ]
W isconsin 32 54 6 5 3 0 1} }] 0
Wyoming 45 55 0 1] {] {) 1] 0 1]
Nationwide 33 Y% 38 % T 50 E 3% 2 Yy 2 Wy 6"
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Customer Response

Publication: Local Telephone Competition. Status as of June 30. 2002,

You can help us provide the best possible information to the public by com pleting this form and returmning it
to the Industry Analysis and Technology Division of the FCC's Wireline Competition Bureau,

t

Lad

A

Please check the category that best describes you:

press
current telecommunications carrier
potential telecommunications carrier

consultant. law firm, lobbyist

other business customer
academic/student

residential customer

FCC employee

other federal government employee
state or local government employee
Other (please specify)

ARRERRRRERN

Please rate the report:  Excellent Good
Data accuracy () ()

Data presentation () (=)
Timeliness of data () ()
Completeness of data {) ()
Text clarity () ()
Completeness of text () ()

Overall. how do you Excellent Good
rate this report? () ()

How can this report be improved?

business customer evaluating vendors/service options

Satisfactory Poor No opinion
(L) (L) (L)
() () ()
() ) ()
() () ()
(. () {3
(L) () ()
Satisfactory Poor No opinion
() () ()

May we contact you to discuss possible improvements?

Name:
Telephone #

To discuss the information in this report. contact: 202-418-0940
or for users of TTY equipment. call 202-418-0484

Fax this response to or

202-418-0520

Mail this response to

FCC/'WCB/IATD
Mail Stop 1600 F
Washington, DC 20554






